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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 52, 58-67, and 72 are pending. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
3/22/2010 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 52, 58-67 and 72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious 
over Akamatsu et al. (US 7224886) and Sparks et al. (US 2002/0018638), and further in 
further view of Hashimoto et al. (US 5990940), and further in view of Yuen (US 

5621 579), and further in view of Datari (US 641 81 69). 
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As to claim 52, Al<amatsu discloses a receiving apparatus of a digital 
broadcasting for 

receiving a digital broadcasting signal constructed by a transport stream in which 
video data and audio data have been compressed and multiplexed, comprising (see 
Akamatsu, fig. 1, the IRD represents a receiving app for a digital broadcast): 

a decoder for decoding said received digital broadcasting signal (see Akamatsu, 
fig. 1 , the IRD is a decoder of the signal); 

a digital interface for receiving a transport stream from an external reproducing 
apparatus (fig. 1, recording device) having both analog and digital recording and 
reproducing modes (see Akamatsu, fig. 4, the communication interface is a digital 
interface witli an external reproducing apparatus witli D/A record and play modes (see 
p. 21, II. 20-25 and fig. 4 sliows botli a reproducing and recording section on tlie related 
device)); and 

Akamatsu is unclear on the digital broadcast signal is displayed; however. 
Sparks, who discloses OSD insertion, does teach the digital broadcast signal being 
displayed (see Sparks [0008] a dig. Signal source is coupled to display regardless of 
recorder's status). Sparks teaches a display processing circuit for displaying (see 
Sparks, fig. 2, processing within 200). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the system of Akamatsu with the apparatus of 
Sparks in order to allow for display of digital signals during digital record mode without 
adding extra complexity to the apparatus. 
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The combined teacliing is unclear on tlie displaying of an alarm or message if the 
user selects an input/output that is inconsistent with the mode of the recorder/ 
reproducer (and therefore could not be decoded). 

However, it is submitted that it would have been clearly obvious (as evidenced by 
Hashimoto col. 11, II. 17-35 and fig. 14a) to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Akamatsu and Sparks with the displaying of an alarm if 
an input or output that is inconsistent with the replay mode so as to notify the user of a 
problem that may arise in program recording or reproduction. 

Akamatsu, Sparks are unclear on the specific features of 

"a CPU programmed for retrieving information associated with a program 
recorded on a recording medium loaded in said reproducing apparatus from a memory 
in said reproducing apparatus" and 

"wherein the decoder is (i) for determining whether a transport stream 
corresponding to the program recorded on the recording medium reproduced by said 
reproducing apparatus and received through said digital interface is decodable by said 
decoder, and (ii) for generating decodability data indicating a result of determining 
whether the transport stream is decodable by said decoder". 

However, Yuen discloses a CPU programmed for retrieving information 
associated (titles) with a program recorded (figs. 18-19) on a recording medium loaded 
in said reproducing apparatus from a memory in said reproducing apparatus (see figs 
1 8-1 9 for a list of recorded programs). 
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Therefore, it would liave been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in tlie art at tlie 
time tlie invention was made to liave provided a list of recorded programs as taught by 
Yuen '579 to the system of Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto to allow users to locate and 
view recorded programs (col. 16-17, lines 65-06). 

□atari teaches the specific feature of "wherein the decoder is (i) for determining 
whether a transport stream corresponding to the program recorded on the recording 
medium reproduced by said reproducing apparatus and received through said digital 
interface is decodable (MPEG compatible) by said decoder, and (ii) for generating 
decodability data (MPEG compatibility indicator) indicating a result of determining 
whether the transport stream is decodable by said decoder (i.e. compatible for display 
on an MPEG device) (col. 9, lines 5-53)". 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided "decodability data" (protocol 
characteristics) as taught by Datari to the system of determining decobability of 
Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto, Yuen to provide a wide variety of data (col. 9, lines 31- 
53). 

As to claim 58, Akamatsu discloses a receiving apparatus of a digital 
broadcasting for 

receiving a digital broadcasting signal constructed by a transport stream in which 
video data and audio data have been compressed and multiplexed, comprising (see 
Akamatsu, fig. 1, the IRD represents a receiving app for a digital broadcast): 
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a decoder for decoding said received digital broadcasting signal (see Akamatsu, 
fig. 1 , the IRD is a decoder of the signal); 

a digital interface for receiving a transport stream from an external reproducing 
apparatus (fig. 1, recording device) having both analog and digital recording and 
reproducing modes (see Akamatsu, fig. 4, the communication interface is a digital 
interface with an external reproducing apparatus with D/A record and play modes (see 
p. 21 , II. 20-25 and fig. 4 shows both a reproducing and recording section on the related 
device); and 

Akamatsu is unclear on the digital broadcast signal is displayed; however. 
Sparks, who discloses OSD insertion, does teach this (see Sparks [0008] a dig. Signal 
source is coupled to display regardless of recorder's status). Sparks teaches a display 
processing circuit for displaying (see Sparks, fig. 2, processing within 200). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the system of Akamatsu with the apparatus of 
Sparks in order to allow for display of digital signals during digital record mode without 
adding extra complexity to the apparatus. 

Akamatsu, Sparks are unclear on the displaying of an alarm or message if the 
user selects an input/output that is inconsistent with the mode of the 
recorder/reproducer (and therefore could not be decoded). 

However, it is submitted that it would have been clearly obvious (as evidenced by 
Hashimoto col. 11, II. 17-35 and fig. 14a) to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the combined teaching with the displaying of an alarm if 
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an input or output tliat is inconsistent witli tlie replay mode so as to notify tlie user of a 
problem that may arise in program recording or reproduction. 

Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto are unclear on the specific feature of 

"wherein the decoder is (i) for determining whether a transport stream 
corresponding to the program recorded on the recording medium reproduced by said 
reproducing apparatus and received through said digital interface is decodable by said 
decoder, and (ii) for generating decodability data indicating a result of determining 
whether the transport stream is decodable by said decoder". 

□atari teaches the specific feature of "wherein the decoder is (i) for determining 
whether a transport stream corresponding to the program recorded on the recording 
medium reproduced by said reproducing apparatus and received through said digital 
interface is decodable (MPEG compatible) by said decoder, and (ii) for generating 
decodability data (MPEG compatibility indicator) indicating a result of determining 
whether the transport stream is decodable by said decoder (i.e. compatible for display 
on an MPEG device) (col. 9, lines 5-53)". 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided "decodability data" (protocol 
characteristics) as taught by Datari to the system of determining decobability of 
Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto, Yuen to provide a wide variety of data (col. 9, lines 31- 
53). 
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As to claim 59, Al<amatsu and Sparl<s and Hasliimoto (as combined in claim 58) 
disclose an apparatus according to claim 58, wherein said information associated with 
said program includes at least one of a channel number of the program, a program 
name, a genre, a date of the recording, and a recording time (see Akamatsu, fig. 30). 

As to claim 60, Akamatsu and Sparks and Hashimoto (as combined in claim 58) 
disclose an apparatus according to claim 58, wherein said information associated with 
said program includes recording position information of the program on the recording 
medium (see Akamatsu, fig. 30). 

As to claim 63, Akamatsu discloses a receiving apparatus of a digital 
broadcasting for 

receiving a digital broadcasting signal constructed by a transport stream in which 
video data and audio data have been compressed and multiplexed, comprising (see 
Akamatsu, fig. 1, the IRD represents a receiving app for a digital broadcast): 

a decoder for decoding said received digital broadcasting signal (see Akamatsu, 
fig. 1 , the IRD is a decoder of the signal); 

a digital interface for receiving a transport stream from an external reproducing 
apparatus (fig. 1, recording device) having both analog and digital recording and 
reproducing modes (see Akamatsu, fig. 4, the communication interface is a digital 
interface with an external reproducing apparatus with D/A record and play modes (see 
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p. 21 , II. 20-25 and fig. 4 shows both a reproducing and recording section on the related 
device); and 

Akamatsu is unclear on the digital broadcast signal is displayed; however, 
Sparks, who discloses OSD insertion, does teach this (see Sparks [0008] a dig. Signal 
source is coupled to display regardless of recorder's status). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the system of Akamatsu with the apparatus of 
Sparks in order to allow for display of digital signals during digital record mode without 
adding extra complexity to the apparatus. Sparks teaches a display processing circuit 
for displaying (see Sparks, fig. 2, processing within 200); 

Akamatsu, Sparks are unclear on the displaying of an alarm or message if the 
user selects an input/output that is inconsistent with the mode of the 
recorder/reproducer (and therefore could not be decoded). 

However, it is submitted that it would have been clearly obvious (as evidenced by 
Hashimoto col. 11, II. 17-35 and fig. 14a) to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the combined teaching with the displaying of an alarm if 
an input or output that is inconsistent with the replay mode so as to notify the user of a 
problem that may arise in program recording or reproduction. 

The Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto are unclear on the specific feature of 

"wherein the decoder is (i) for determining whether a transport stream 
corresponding to the program recorded on the recording medium reproduced by said 
reproducing apparatus and received through said digital interface is decodable by said 
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decoder, and (ii) for generating decodability data indicating a result of determining 
wlietlier tlie transport stream is decodable by said decoder". 

□atari teaclies tlie specific feature of "wlierein tlie decoder is (i) for determining 
wlietlier a transport stream corresponding to the program recorded on the recording 
medium reproduced by said reproducing apparatus and received through said digital 
interface is decodable (MPEG compatible) by said decoder, and (ii) for generating 
decodability data (MPEG compatibility indicator) indicating a result of determining 
whether the transport stream is decodable by said decoder (i.e. compatible for display 
on an MPEG device) (col. 9, lines 5-53)". 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided "decodability data" (protocol 
characteristics) as taught by Datari to the system of determining decobability of 
Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto, Yuen to provide a wide variety of data (col. 9, lines 31- 
53). 

As to claims 64 and 65, they are analyzed similar to claims 59 and 60, 
respectively. 

As to claim 72, Akamatsu discloses a method of recording program associated 
information in a receiving apparatus of a digital broadcasting, comprising (see 
Akamatsu, fig. 1): 
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receiving a digital broadcasting signal constructed by a transport stream in which 
video data and audio data have been compressed and multiplexed, comprising (see 
Akamatsu, fig. 1, the IRD represents a receiving app for a digital broadcast): 

a decoder for decoding said received digital broadcasting signal (see Akamatsu, 
fig. 1 , the IRD is a decoder of the signal); 

a digital interface for receiving a transport stream from an external reproducing 
apparatus (fig. 1, recording device) having both analog and digital recording and 
reproducing modes (see Akamatsu, fig. 4, the communication interface is a digital 
interface with an external reproducing apparatus with D/A record and play modes (see 
p. 21 , II. 20-25 and fig. 4 shows both a reproducing and recording section on the related 
device); and 

Akamatsu is unclear on the digital broadcast signal is displayed; however. 
Sparks, who discloses OSD insertion, does teach this (see Sparks [0008] a dig. Signal 
source is coupled to display regardless of recorder's status). 

Sparks teaches a display processing circuit for displaying (see Sparks, fig. 2, 
processing within 200, the information displayed is certainly associated with the 
program recorded (and shown in a predetermined format-display)); 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the system of Akamatsu with the apparatus of 
Sparks in order to allow for display of digital signals during digital record mode without 
adding extra complexity to the apparatus. 
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Akamatsu, Sparks are unclear on the displaying of an alarm or message if the 
user selects an input/output that is inconsistent with the mode of the 
recorder/reproducer (and therefore could not be decoded). 

However, it is submitted that it would have been clearly obvious (as evidenced by 
Hashimoto col. 11, II. 17-35 and fig. 14a) to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the combined teaching with the displaying of an alarm if 
an input or output that is inconsistent with the replay mode so as to notify the user of a 
problem that may arise in program recording or reproduction. 

Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto are unclear on the specific features of 

"a CPU programmed for retrieving information associated with a program 
recorded on a recording medium loaded in said reproducing apparatus from a memory 
in said reproducing apparatus" and 

"wherein the decoder is (i) for determining whether a transport stream 
corresponding to the program recorded on the recording medium reproduced by said 
reproducing apparatus and received through said digital interface is decodable by said 
decoder, and (ii) for generating decodability data indicating a result of determining 
whether the transport stream is decodable by said decoder". 

However, Yuen discloses a CPU programmed for retrieving information 
associated (titles) with a program recorded (figs. 18-19) on a recording medium loaded 
in said reproducing apparatus from a memory in said reproducing apparatus (see figs 
1 8-1 9 for a list of recorded programs). 
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Therefore, it would liave been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in tlie art at tlie 
time tlie invention was made to liave provided a list of recorded programs as taught by 
Yuen '579 to the system of Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto to allow users to locate and 
view recorded programs (col. 16-17, lines 65-06). 

□atari teaches the specific feature of "wherein the decoder is (i) for determining 
whether a transport stream corresponding to the program recorded on the recording 
medium reproduced by said reproducing apparatus and received through said digital 
interface is decodable (MPEG compatible) by said decoder, and (ii) for generating 
decodability data (MPEG compatibility indicator) indicating a result of determining 
whether the transport stream is decodable by said decoder (i.e. compatible for display 
on an MPEG device) (col. 9, lines 5-53)". 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have provided "decodability data" (protocol 
characteristics) as taught by Datari to the system of determining decobability of 
Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto, Yuen to provide a wide variety of data (col. 9, lines 31- 
53). 

5. Claims 61 and 66, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Akamatsu et al. (US 7224886) and Sparks et al. (US 2002/0018638), and further in 
further view of Hashimoto et al. (US 5990940), and further in view of Yuen (US 
5621 579), and further in view of Datari (US 641 81 69), and further in further view Yuen 
et al. (US 6147715). 
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As to claim 61 , Al<amatsu and Sparl<s and Hasliimoto (as combined) disclose an 
apparatus according to claim 58, 

Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto are unclear on wherein said information 
associated with said program is overlapped to a reproduction signal from said 
reproducing apparatus and displayed, however, Yuen 715, who discloses an apparatus 
for indexing guide information for recordation and replay, teaches information 
associated with a program that is "overlapped" or overlaid to a reproduction signal so as 
to provide the user with information in a convenient fashion (see Yuen 715, col. 1, II. 59- 
64). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the system of the combination with that of 
Yuen so as to provide the user with information in a convenient fashion (see Yuen 715, 
col. 1,1. 50-col. 2, 1. 4). 

As to claim 66, it is analyzed similar to claim 61 . 

6. Claims 62 and 67, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
Akamatsu et al. (US 7224886) and Sparks et al. (US 2002/0018638), and further in 
further view of Hashimoto et al. (US 5990940), and further in view of Yuen (US 
5621 579), and further in view of Datari (US 641 81 69), and further in view Yuen et al. 
(US 61 4771 5) in further view of Suga et al (US 2004/0208482). 
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As to claim 62, Al<amatsu and Sparl<s and Hasliimoto (as combined) disclose an 
apparatus according to claim 58, 

Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto are unclear on wherein said information 
associated with said program is overlapped to a reproduction signal from said 
reproducing apparatus and displayed, however, Yuen, who discloses an apparatus for 
indexing guide information for recordation and replay, teaches information associated 
with a program that is "overlapped" or overlaid to a reproduction signal so as to provide 
the user with information in a convenient fashion (see Yuen, col. 1, II. 59-64). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the system of the combination with that of 
Yuen so as to provide the user with information in a convenient fashion (see Yuen, col. 
1,1. 50-col. 2, 1. 4). 

Akamatsu, Sparks, Hashimoto, Yuen '579, with Yuen 715 is unclear on 
displaying information of the mode of the recorded program, however, Suga, who 
discloses an apparatus for indexing guide information for recordation and replay, does 
teach displaying information of the mode of the recorded program (see Suga, fig. 5 and 
29-30). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the system of the Yuen combination with Suga 
in order to display record mode information for a user (see Suga, [174-179]). 

As to claim 67, it is analyzed similar to claim 62. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments witli respect to claims 52, 58-67, and 72 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Cannon et al. (US 6754715) is cited to teach a method for generating data for 
determining decidability (playability). 

9. Claims 52, 58-67, and 72 are rejected. 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MUSHFIKH ALAM whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1710. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 8:30-18:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hirl Joseph can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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